IN THE LAHORE HIGH COURT, LAHORE.
Before ZAFARULLAH KHAN KHAKWANI, J

2914 LHC 46676
Crl. Misc. No.8759-B/2014

ADNAN MASIH ..... Petitioner

Versus
THE STATE ETC. ...... Respondents

POLICE STATION : Township, District Lahore.
FIR No.675/2013 Dated 09.10.2013

OFFENCE - Under Sections 205-A.295-B.295-C PPC

PETITION . Under Section 497 Cr.P.C. for grant ol bail
after arrest.

DECISION . Bail Petition dismissed on 06.08.201+

06.08.2014  Mr. Sharafat Kasim Gill, Advocate for the petitioner.
Rana Muhammad Shafiq, Deputy Prosecutor General
with Mukhtar, A.S.I. with record.

Ch. Ishtiag Ahmad, Advocate for the complainant.

Adnan Masih petitioner seeks post arrest bail i case
FIR No.675......
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General wig,
Ch. thldq Ah

mad, Advocale for the complainant
Adnan Masijp, petitioner seels Post arrest bail in case
No. 675 dated 9.10.2013 under Sections 2_95-A/295-B
and 295-C. p.p. C

registered at Poljce Station Township
LahOre A

F.IR.

2. As per contents of the crime 1ep01't the precise allegatlon

against the petitioner is that he made’ some endorsement in the

persanal book of the complainant with pencll on different Pages

while indicating and using abusive language with the words of

- Muslims and the Holy P1 ophet (P. B. JUH. ) Hence: this cas'ie.
the petitioner while reiterating *his
ated in the bail petition vehemeutly argued the

case and pzayed fo granl of post arrest bail.

3. Learned counsel for

arguments narr.

4. Conversel‘y;,' the -learned Deputy “Prosecutor General

assisted by leamed counsel for the complainant opposed this
petmwn and maintained that the petitioner is not entitled fox the

1eheFof ball aa he has committed a heinous offence.
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(P.B.U.H.) oﬁ different; Pages of the
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and Bver-writings made with
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book. Version  of subsequently
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writing expert dated
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and writing af (he Pelitioner matches with the alleged hand
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. has alsa come ¢n record that the matter be
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ho after
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as very c
ranking police officer w detailed ang thorouéh
| involved in this case. The
objeclion of the learned counsel for the petitioner

regarding
violalion of Section 196 ¢y

P.Cis of no avail to the petitioner

ause the direction contained in
196 Cr.P.C. is relatable only

on two counts: First bec
/

to the cognizance of offences by

~the Court which surely  cannot be used ag hur(lle/bar for

Section 154 Cr.P.C. in
able offence on lfle cemplaint of any private person,

registration of case by the police under

cogniz

Secondly as per information supplied by 'the. learned: Depflty
Prosecutar General said | jwrmission as required under Section
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clitioner with the commission of offency entailing

capilal punishment. Argument rendered by learned counsel for

uire. deep scnulmy and mmuu. study of the

coimeet the |

the pcllllonen req

evidence Whl(.h exercise cannot bb undcltukcn at bail stage.

Upsn tentative assessiment of lhc muluml cullcclc.d by the

prosecution dbcllnbl the petiLioner/accused prima facie show

e reasonable grounds to connect tha petitioner with p

the eommission of the offence which falls within prohibitory

C. Learned counsel for the petitioner ’ q

that there &

clausc of Section 497 Ce.P

remaincd unsuccesslul to demonstrate any reasonable ground

that the pelttlonex has not committed” this offence ‘and has

ldi;szly- been nnphc’xted in thlS case at the hands of the :
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